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CURRENT TOPICS. 


In appition to the discussion likely to arise at the annual 
provincial meeting of the Incorporated Law Society at Norwich, 
on the 4th and 5th of October, on the resolutions of the Council 
of Judges, we understand that the continued attempts to provide 
for the transaction of private business by State officials, ordi- 
narily known as ‘Officialism,” will probably be one of the 
principal matters of debate. It is believed that some interesting 
papers on both the subjects referred to will be read at the 
coming meeting. 





Mr. Justice Barves will act as Vacation Judge on and after 
Monday next. His first day for sitting in chambers will be 
Tuesday, and in court on Wednesday. The courts which the 
judge will occupy, one for chamber business and the other for 
court business, will be Queen’s Bench Courts Nos. 8 and 9; the 
courts hitherto in use being under repair. 





Tue approacu of the cholera has led to a rigorous overhauling 
of the drainage of the Royal Courts, which has hitherto been 
by no means perfect. It is understood that the works now 
being carried out have for their object the removal of all drains 
from contiguity with the courts, together with the substitution 
of improved sanitary appliances throughout the building. 





THE VACATION sITTINGs hitherto have been more remarkable for 
late hours than for press of work. The learned judge has in 
some previous weeks sat both in chambers and in court up to nine 
o'clock at night, and this week the court did not rise till 8.30. 
Perhaps this last prolonged session may have been due in part 
to the fact that there were three lady suitors in person, to whom 
every indulgence must necessarily be allowed. Let it not be 
supposed, however, that any reflection is intended to be cast on 
Mr. Justice Bruce either by these or any preceding remarks on 
the present sittings. The learned judge has administered 
justice with patience, care, and success, though, perhaps, in 
some cases with rather over caution. 





AN ESTEEMED CORRESPONDENT asks, what is the correct practice 
with regard to contracts made by auctioneers with purchasers of 
real —— ? Should the original contract, or only a copy of it, 
be sent by the auctioneer to the vendor’s solicitor? So far as 
our experience and knowledge go, the ordinary practice is to 
send the original contract to the solicitor, and on principle there 
seems to be no doubt about the matter. The auctioneer, 
although a stakeholder as regards the deposit, holds the original 
contract as agent for the vendor, and is bound to hand it overas 
he may direct. It may be that the solicitor could not, without 
the vendor’s express authority, compel the auctioneer to deliver 
up the original contract, but it seems clear that an auctioneer 
does not incur any liability by handing it over to the solicitor 
without such A. ig authority. The custody of the original 
contract is plainly within the scope of the authority of the 
solicitor employed to carry out the contract, by whom the 
contract is prepared and the auctioneer instructed. Prob- 
ably the notion that the auctioneer is entitled to retain 
the original contract has arisen from the fact that it is 
signed by him as the vendor's agent; that he receives the 
deposit, and that the contract contains the evidence as to 
the amount of such deposit and his authority to receive it. 
If the contention should be persisted in, it will have to be 
considered whether the country practice, under which the 
solicitor receives the deposit and signs the contract as agent of 
the vendor, should not be adopted. The reason why it has not 
hitherto prevailed in London may be a doubt, arising from the 
observations of Erte, O.J., in Adgell vy. Day (L. R. 1 C.P., at 
p. 84), whether the deposit, if paid to the vendor's solicitor, 
would be held by him as stakeholder for both parties to the 
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contract. But the conditions of sale in that case expressly pro- 
vided that the deposit should be paid to the vendor’s solicitor 
‘‘as agent for the vendor”; and it would seem that where 
those words are not used the solicitor receiving the deposit 
would be a stakeholder (see Wiggins v. Lord, 4 Beay. 30). At 
all events, all doubt could be obviated by providing in the con- 
ditions of sale that the deposit is to be paid to the solicitor as 
stakeholder. 


THERE Is one aspect of the proposed restriction of the private 
practice of the law officers of the Crown which, although it has 
apparently hitherto escaped notice, is of great importance to the 
bar, and probably hardly less so to solicitors. The Attorney- 
General, as the head of the bar, has accorded to him the prero- 
gative of settling questions of etiquette and practice affecting that 
branch of the profession, and it is hardly necessary to say that 
a large proportion of these questions concern the relations be- 
tween barristers and solicitors. It is unnecessary to point out the 
advantage—one may say the necessity—of having such a 
supreme arbiter, and hitherto his decisions have, we believe, 
been invariably acquiesced in without demur. Why? Clearly 
not because he is a member of the Government, but because he 
is presumed to be the member of the bar who has the widest 
range of practice and comes in contact with the largest number 
of Queen’s Counsel, juniors, and solicitors, and therefore has the 
best means of ascertaining the general views and circumstances 
of each branch. For the efficient performance of this delicate 
function it appears to be essential that the Attorney-General 
should be in touch with the profession, and the resuit of alto- 
gether debarring him from private practice would almost 
necessarily be to destroy the respect and confidence which his 
decisions have hitherto obtained. He would become a mere 
Government official, like the Lord Advocate in Scotland, and the 
bar would be driven to elect a Dean of Faculty, whose rulings 
might not meet with such ready acquiescence as has hitherto 
been accorded to those of the senior law officer. The point to 
be considered is whether the restriction of practice of the law 
officers to the highest courts of appeal will not be likely in time 
seriously to impair the authority of the Attorney-General’s de- 
cisions on points of etiquette and practice. It seems to us likely 
to cut away a considerable portion of the ground on which that 
authority has been based, for, except in the very limited number 
of cases before the Privy Council and House of Lords, the law 
officers will meet in consultation only Government counsel and 
solicitors. The results of the restriction which has been 
accepted and adopted by at all events one of the present law 
officers, can hardly have been fully considered. The change 
= plainly made in haste, and may hereafter be repented of at 
eisure. 





As nrcarps the legal education of articled clerks in London, 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society have decided on 
the course to be taken, and, while we retain the opinion we 
formerly expressed with regard to the difficulties attending the 
echeme, we fully appreciate the reasons which led the council to 
its adoption, and heartily hope that it may prove successful. 
The chance of success appears to rest mainly on the instruction 
given being specially directed to the examinations; if law 
students once discover that by attending the Law Institution 
classes they can do as well at the Intermediate and Final 

nations as by reading with coaches, the classes are certain 
to prosper. There remains to be decided the question of the 
means of education to be provided for articled clerks in the 
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for legal education to lay before the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society schemes to meet the wants of their districts. We 
feel sure that any well-considered proposals will receive the full 
consideration and ultimate support of the Council of the Law 
Society, provided that the district propounding the scheme shews 
itself in earnest by subscribing a substantial sum towards the 
establishment of lectures and classes. The council have already 
stated, more than once, that in such a case they would be 
willing to contribute a sum equal to the local contribution, but 
not exceeding £100 in any one case. They have also intimated, 
in reply to a requisition from the young but active Yorkshire 
Law Students’ Union, that although, owing to the state of their 
finances, they are unable to make any more grants during the 
present year, this should not prevert both the law societies and 
the law students’ societies throughout the country from 
formulating their wants. For this purpose it would be very 
desirable that a conference should be held between representa- 
tives of the various societies representing solicitors and articled 
clerks, and that their views (as a body) upon the question of 
legal education should be placed on record. The annual provin- 
ial meeting of the Incorporated Law Society next month, 
appears to offer a good opportunity for such an interchange 
and expression of views, and we hope that some energetic law 
society or law students’ society will take the initiative in this 
direction. Although the conference might not result in an 
immediate solution of the difficulty, it will have a considerable 
tendency in that direction, and will, at all events, ascertain 
and formulate the views of the country solicitors and students 
on the subject. 


Ir Is SOMEWHAT amusing to observe the variations of language 
in common forms adopted by the- editors of different precedent- 
books in order to save themselves from the reproach of servile 
copying. One would suppose, for instance, that the portion 
of the first condition of sale relating to the reserve bid and the 
vendor’s right to bid would by this time have become uniform. 
It is based on a statute passed a quarter of a century ago 
(30 & 31 Vict. c. 48), which prescribes the ossential words to be 
contained in the condition. Section 5 provides that the condi 
tions shall state whether the land will be sold “subject to a 
reserved price’’; and section 6 provides for the case of the 
conditions declaring the sale to be ‘subject to a right for the 
seller to bid.” Mr. Davison (Precedents, vol. 1, 5th ed., p. 
518) phrases the condition as follows :— 

' Subject to a reserved bidding, and to the right reserved to the vendor 
of bidding generally at the sale by himself and his agents, the highest 
bidder shall be the purchaser.”’ 

This is near to the statutory words, but, as will be seen, the word 
“bidding” is substituted for “price,” and the latter part is 
unnecessarily verbose. Both the vendor and his agents are to be 
entitled to bid. In Davidson’s Concise Precedents (15th ed., p. 
88, note (a) ), the form is :— 

‘The highest bidder shall be the purchaser, subject to a reserved bidding, 

and to the right which the vendor hereby reserves to bid by his agent or 
agents as often as he or they please.”’ 
Here the right given is to bid by agent or agents only, whereas 
the statute provides that if the conditions declare the sale to be 
“‘subject to a right for the seller to bid,’”’ the seller or any one 
person on his behalf may bid. Messrs. Key and Evrninstone 
(Precedents, vol. 1, 3rd ed., p. 251) provide that 

‘There will be a reserve price, and the vendors or their agents shall be 
at liberty to bid.”’ 





7 |; Sietueed ob dlnasen have leone teen ealabitched | Here the statutory language is to a considerable extent dis- 
Sat : Lo Ee | carded, though the form is no doubt in substange correct. Mr. 
- Birmingham, Liverpool, Manchester, and Newcastle-upon- | ramon pen jy seth to vol. 1. 14th ed 37) oe Ss sain 
yne, in aid of which the Council of the Incorporated Law |~/"0"*"* \ Direnles » P- ply says: 





Society make a grant of about £100 in each case, except in, 


** The vendor reserves the right to bid,’’ 


Liverpool, where, owing to the great success of the lectures and | without stating anything as to a reserved price. Now, according 


Classes, the grant has been increased to £150. 


This prosperity , to Gilliat v. Gilliat (9 Eq. 60), the mention in the conditions of 


is largely due to the personal exertions of the Liverpoal soli- | a reserved price, although called a “ reserved bidding,” does not 
citors in inducing their clerks to attend the lectures and classes | authorize the employment of a person to bid, and vice versd the 


provided for their benefit. 
provided represent only a small part of what is required to be 
done, and to secure the spread of the system it will be neces- 
sary for the local law societies and also for the law students’ 
socicties in the districte where there is at present no provision 


} 


The lectures and classes already | mention of a reserved right to bid does not authorize the fixing 


of a reserved price, As Lord Romity said in the above- 
mentioned case, ‘the Act makes a distinction between a reserved 
bidding and a reserved right to bid. It says that you must 
state whether there is a reserved price or not, and, further, if 
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you state that there is a reserved price, you must also state that 
a right to bid is reserved in order that you may employ a person 
to bid on your behalf.” Lastly, Mr. WotstenHotmE (Convey- 
ancing Forms, 5th ed., p. 12) provides : 

‘‘The vendor fixing a reserve price and reserving the right to bid up to 
such price by himself or his agent.’’ 
This is not far removed frofn the statutory words, but‘we fail to 
see the necessity of restricting the bidding to the reserve price, 
and the words “‘ by himself or his agent”? seem merely to give 
the same right as is conferred by the statute—viz., the right to 
the vendor to bid by himself or any one person on his behalf. 
We would suggest that the following form would be both more 
accurate and shorter than any of those cited :—‘‘ The highest 
bidder shall be the purchaser, subject to a reserved price, and 
to aright for the vendor to bid personally or by his agents.” 








HOLDING OUT. 


By the decision of the Court of Appeal in Re J. Fraser, Ex parte 
Central Bank of London (ante, p. 714) the recognized doctrine of 
incurring liability as a partner by ‘‘ holding out” has been 
somewhat modified. It would now appear that where Smrru 
and Brown have carried on business together in partnership in 
the firm and name of Suir & Brown, if Brown retires, it is 
not necessary, so far as new customers are concerned, for Brown 
to give any public notice of the dissolution; and if Smirx 
chooses to continue the business in the old firm-name, even with 
the knowledge of Brown, he may do so without involving his 
late partner in any liability. This decision certainly goes 
further than that in Newsom vy. Coles (2 Camp. 617), upon which 
Kay, L.J., relied, as in that case the dissolution was advertised 
in the Gazette ; and it appears to be in direct conflict with Parkin 
v. Carruthers (1801, 3 Esp. 248) (which was not cited), where a 
retired partner was held liable on a promissory note made after 
his retirement by one of the continuing partners, on the ground 
that, although he was no longer a partner, he had not advertised 
the dissolution in the Gazette, and had allowed his name to 
continue as part of the firm-name. Williams v. Keats (2 Stark. 
290) was perhaps even a stronger case, for notice of dissolution 
had been advertised, but the retired partner was held liable on 
a bill which had been accepted by his late partner in the names 
of himself and late partner on the ground that both names 
remained painted over the shop. 

Hitherto the generally accepted doctrine has been that “the 
agency of each partner, and his consequent power to bind his 
co-partners, can only be effectually determined by giving notice 
of its revocation ” (Lindley, 1888, p. 210), which is exemplified 
by the following illustration : ‘‘ Thus, if a known partner retires, 
and no notice is given, he will be liable to be sued in respect of 
& promissory note made since his retirement by his late partner, 
even though the plaintiff had no dealings with the firm before 
the making of the note” (Lindley, 1888, p. 213; see also the 
remarks at p. 46). This statement of the law seems to be the 
exact converse of that adopted by the court in the case of Re 
J. Fraser (supra), the material facts of which were that two 
persons named W. Fraser and J. Fraser carried on business 
together in partnership under the firm-name of “W. & J. 
Fraser”; that J. Fraser retired; that after such retirement 
W. Fraser accepted a bill of exchange in the old firm-name of 
“W. & J. Frasgr,” which acceptance was discounted by the 
Central Bank of London. It appeared that J. Fraser had not 
given public notice of his retirement, and was aware of the 
continuance of the firm-name, and, according to the evidence, 
the bank, who had had no previous dealings with either party, 
made inquiries, and were informed that J. Fraser was a partner. 
Upon these facts it was argued that J. Fraser was liable on the 
acceptance as having held himself out as a empl but the 
Court of Appeal considered that there was no holding out, because 
J. Sy made no representation to the Central Bank that 
he was a partner. This ruling certainly places the doctrine of 
‘holding out” on a very simple basis, but is open to question, 
and is not unlikely to cause considerable inconvenience in trade, 

ay -¥ other objections, it robs a firm-name of all signifi- 
cance, It may be submitted that, primd facie, the firm-name 
signifies the person or persons who are carrying on the business, 





and that a creditor is entitled to say: “I gave credit to 
‘A. & B.,’ on the assumption that A. & B. conducted and were 
responsible for the business, and that I should have two debtors 
instead of one.” It is true that he may be met by the answer 
that B.is dead. He must take his chance of that, as under our 
existing law no notice, either general or special, of revocation 
by death of a partner’s authority is required; but is it fair to 
meet him with this answer: ‘‘Oh, yes, I was a partner, but a 
month before you gave credit I had retired. It is true that I 
did not advertise my retirement, and that I allowed my name to 
be continued, but I never told you I was a partner, and, as a fact, 
Iam not”? Previous to this decision we should certainly not 
have advised a retiring partner, even if he had advertised the 
dissolution in the Gazette, to allow his name to be kept in the 
business ; or, if it was, as it often is, considered important for 
the goodwill (that is, to induce persons to continue to give 
credit) that the name of the retiring partner should be retained, 
we should have advised some definite restrictions upon this leave, 
and, of course, required a clause to indemnify against any 
liability which might be incurred by reason of such use. It 
would appear now that such precautions are unnecessary if 
reliance is to be placed upon the expression of opinion of the 
court in such a case as the present, where, however, it will be 
observed, the question arose rather incidentally, and was not 
thoroughly threshed out. 

It should further be observed that no reference was made in 
the course of the case to the Partnership Act, 1890, which, by 
section 14, has provided as follows :— 

‘14. (1) Everyone who by words in, or written or by conduct re- 
presents himself, or who knowingly suffers himself to be repre- 
sented, as a partner in a particular firm, is liable as a partner to anyone 
who has on the faith of any such representation given credit to the firm, 
whether the representation has or has not been made or communicated to 
the person so giving credit by or with the knowledge of the apparent 
partner making the representation or suffering it to be made.” 


This section, at any rate in general terms, appears to amply 
cover the case we are discussing, for, as we submit, J. Fraszr 
“knowingly suffered himself to be represented as a partner,” 
and the Central Bank, “on the faith of such representation, 
gave credit to the firm.” It is also clear from the latter part of 
the section that the apparent partner need make no direct re- 

resentation to the person giving credit—in other words, that 

e may hold himself out as partner to the world and not 
necessarily to any particular individual. 

For these reasons we respectfully suggest that the law 
enunciated by the Court of Appeal, and upon which their 
decision was based, should be accepted with caution. 


REGISTRATION OF TRADE MARKS ABROAD. 
II.—In THE UNITED STATES. 


BeEroreE considering the eristing law of America as to the registra- 
tion of trade-marks, we shall indicate very briefly the course of 
development which it has pursued. An Act of Congress, which came 
into force in 1870, provided that ‘‘any person or firm domiciled in 
the United States, and any corporation created by the authority of 
the United States or of any State or territory thereof, and any person, 
firm, or corporation resident of or located in any foreign country 
which by treaty or convention affords similar privileges to citirens of 
the United States, and who are entitled to the exclusive use of any 
lawful trade-mark, or who intend to adopt and use any trade- 
for exclusive use within the United States,” might obtain protection 
for such trade-mark by registration in the tent Office. The 
validity of this Act was, however, questioned in the case of Leiders- 
dorf vy. Flint, on the und “that the constitution of the United 
States did not authorize legislation of Congress on the subject of 
trade-marks except such as had been actually used in commerce with 
foreign nations or the Indian tribes,” and in United States v. Steffens 
it was formally declared unconstitutional and invalid. In 1881 a new 
Act ‘‘ to authorize the registration of trade-marks and to protect the 
same” was passed. Upon this Act and the rules of practice made 
under it the existing trade-mark law of the United States depends.* 
Who may obtain registration.—(a) Any person, firm, or ¢ 
domiciled in the United States or located in any _country 
which by treaty, convention, or law affords similar privileges to 
citizens of the United States, and who is entitled to the exclusive use 
of any trade-mark and uses the same in commerce with foreign 
* ‘The provisions of the International Convention have already been considered im the 
preceding paper, 
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nations or with Indian tribes; (b) any citizen or resident of the 
United States wishing the protection of his trade-mark in any 
foreign country the laws of which require registration in the United 
States as a condition precedent. : ' 

Statutory requirements.—Every applicant for registration of a trade- 
mark must cause to be recorded in the Patent Office (a) the name, 
domicile, place of business or location of the firm or corporation 
desiring the protection of the trade-mark, and the residence and 
citizenship of individual applicants ; (b) the class of merchandise and 
the particular description of goods in such class to which the trade- 
mark has been appropriated; (c) a description of the trade-mark 
itself with fac-similes thereof and the mode in which it has been 
applied and used; (d) the length of time during which the trade- 
mark has been used by the applicant on the class of goods described. 
On filing each application a fee of 25 dols. is required, except in the 
following case :—Owners of trade-marks for which protection has 
been sought by registering them in the Patent Office under the Act 
of 1870 may re-register such trade-marks under the Act of 1881 
without fee. With each application of this character a specific refer- 
ence to the date and number of the former certificate is required. 

The application.—An application for the registration of a trade- 
mark consists of a statement and specification, a declaration or oath, 
and the fac-simile above referred to. It should be preceded by a brief 
letter of advice requesting registration and signed by the applicant. 
The statement should announce the full name, citizenship, domicile, 
residence, and place of business of the applicant (or if the applicant 
be a corporation under the laws of what nation or State incorporated) 
with a full and clear specification of the trade-mark, particuliarly dis- 
criminating between its essential and non-essential features. It 
should also state from what time the trade-mark has been used by 
the applicant, the class of merchandise, and the particular goods 
comprised in such class to which the trade-mark is appropriated and 
the manner in which the trade-mark has been applied to the goods. 
The declaration should be in the form of an oath by the person, or by 
a member of the firm, or by an officer of the corporation making the 


application, to the effect that the party has at the time of filing his | 
application a right to the use of the trade-mark described in the' 


statement ; that no other person, firm, or corporation has a right to 


such use either in the identical form or in such near resemblance | 
thereto as might be calculated to deceive ; that such trade-mark is used | 


in lawful commerce with some foreign nation or nations, or some 
Indian tribe or tribes ; and that it is truly represented in the fac-simile 
presented for registry. The oath may be taken within the United 
States before a notary public, justice of the peace, or the judge or 
clerk of any court of record. 
before the secretary of a legation or consular officer of the United 
States, or before any person duly qualified by the laws of the country 
to administer oaths, whose official character must be certified by a 
tative of the United States having an official seal. 

Proceedings in the Patent Ofice.—All applications for registration 
are considered in the first instance by the trade-marks examiner. An 
adverse decision by such examiner upon the applicant’s right to 
registration will be reviewed by the commissioner in person upon 
petition without fee. In case of conflicting applications for registra- 


tion, or in any case of dispute as to the right to use a trade-mark | 


which may arise between an applicant and a prior registrant, the 
Patent Office declares what is called an interference, in order that the 
parties may have an opportunity of proving priority of adoption or of 
right. The proceedings on an interference follow as nearly as pos- 
sible the practice in interferences upon applications for patents. But 
each applicant is held strictly to the date of adoption alleged in the 
statement filed with his application. On the petition of any party 
dissatisfied with the decision of the examiner of interferences, the 
case will be reviewed by the commissioner without fee. 

When the above-mentioned requirements have been complied with, 
and the office has adjudged the trade-mark to be lawfully registrable, 
& certificate is issued by the commissioner, under the seal of the 
Interior Department, to the effect that the applicant has complied 
with the law, and is entitled to the protection of his trade-mark. A 
Jfac-simile of the trade-mark and 4 printed copy of the statement and 
declaration are attached to the certificate. The period of protection 
is thirty years, and may, upon the payment of a second fee, be 
renewed for thirty years longer, except in cases where such trade- 
mark is claimed for and applied to articles not manufactured in the 
United States, and in which it receives protection under the laws of 
any foragn evantry for 4 shorter period, in which case it will cease to 
have force in that country by virtue of the registration at the same 
time that the trade-mark ceases to be exclusive property elsewhere. 
The right to the use of any trade-mark is antandie' an instrument 
in writing. Such assignment must be registered in the Patent Office 
within sixty days after its execution, im default of which it is void 
against any subsequent purchaser or mortgagee for valuable consider- 
tiom without nctice. No particular form of assigninent OF conveyance | 
ia — bat the natho-ananhs must be identified by the certificate | 
ben - 
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REVIEWS. 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 

The Statutes of Practical Utility in the Civil and Criminal Adminis- 
tration of Justice passed in 55 & 56 Victoria (1892). Alphabetically 
arranged, with Notes thereon, and a cofious Index. By J. M. LEty, 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. III., Part II. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


CUSTODY OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT ON A SALE 
BY AUCTION. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Would yon tell me what the correct practice is witk regard to 
contracts made by auctioneers? Are the auctioneers correct in sending 
the vendor’s solicitor a copy of the contract, or should they send the 
one signed by the purchaser ? 

In years gone by they always followed the latter practice with 
ourselves, but lately we find more and more that they only send us a 
copy, and if we want the original we have to bring special pressure 
on them to get it. On several occasions we have found that the 
stamping has been forgotten, and for that and other reasons we prefer 
to have the original document. oe 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re LONDON AND GENERAL BANK (LIM.)—1ith September. 


Company—WInpinc tp—Severat Petirions—WItTHDRAWAL orf Petition— 
Costs—Companies (Winp.nG-vup) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 63), ss. 4 
(2), 6 (1) (8)—Carniace or OrpER—OrriciaL RECEIVER. 

This was a petition for winding up the above-named company. The 
company was formed as a banking company with a nominal capital of 
; £1,000,000 divided into 200,000 shares of £5 each, of which 20,000 were 

fully paid. The company closed its doors on September 2 last. The peti- 
| tioner was a creditor for £80 due in respect of balance of current account, 

and for £700 in respect of money on deposit with the company. There 
| were several other petitions which had been presented and subsequently 
withdrawn on its being ascertained that this petition had been presented 
bond fide and was to be prosecuted bond fide. One question argued was 
whether the petitioners who had presented, but afterwards discontinued, 
their petitions were entitled to their costs incurred up to the time of their 
discontinuing to prosecute their petitions. There was also an objection raised 
by some of the parties who appeared upon the petition to the carriage of 
the order being given to the petitioner presenting the present petition, on 
the ground that there was collusion between the petitioner and the 
directors. These charges were denied at the bar, and it was argued that 
there was not any materiality in the objection to the carriage of the order, 
because upon the order being made the matter would pass into the hands 

of the official receiver. On the other hand it was said that there was a 

prestige connected with the conduct of the order, and that the party to whom 

the court considered the carriage ought to be given would be in a position 
of advantage as to the solicitorship. On the question of the costs of the 
parties who had presented and discontinued their petitions, the following 

cases were referred to:—kKe General Fihancial Bank (30 W. R. 417, 20 

Ch. D. 276) and Re Building Societies Trust (38 W. R. 458, 44 Ch. D. 140). 

In Re General Financial Bank it was decided that a creditor who presents a 

petition for winding up in ignorance of a prior petition is entitled to his 

| costs up to the time when he has notice of the prior petition, but if he 
proceeds he will not be allowed his further costs unless he has good 
reason to suppose that the other petition is not bond fide, in which case he 

| is justified in proceeding, and may be allowed his costs. In Re Building 

Societies Trust Chitty, J., had the last case referred to before him, and held 
| that where two or more petitions are presented they will, in the absence of 
mala fides, take priority according to their datesof presentation, not according 
to their dates of advertisement. It was said that under the present practice 
the parties who presented the subsequent petitions would be informed on the 
presentation of their petitions of the fact of the other petition having been 
nes, which would not have been the case under the practice existing 
before the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. On the Sther hand it was 
stated that a petition was prepared in orance of another petition 
being on the file. It was only on going to the office for the purpose of 
filing his petition that a petitioner was told that there was already a 
| petition on the file in the same matter, and it was necessary for the sub- 
sequent petitioner to put his petition on the file in order that he might 
have @ /ocus standi on the hearing of the petition to come and ask for his 
costs. The subsequent petitioners also stated that, immediately on dis- 











| covering that there was a prior petition on the file, they communicated 


with the first petitioner to ascertain whether or not such first was bond 
Jide, and was going to be bond fide prosecuted; if it had been ascertained 
that the —_ stitioner did not intend bond fide to proceed with his 
petition, it would have been the duty of the subsequent petitioners, or 
some or one of them, as the cave might be, to go on with their petitions, 
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Bruce, J., made the usual order for compulsory winding up on the first 

tition, and directed that the subsequent petitioners should have costs 
incurred up to the date of the presentation of their petitions.—CovnseL, 
Marten, Q.C. ; Bewes ; Baker ; Bethel; Brodie Cooper ; Edwards ; Houghton ; 
J. Chester ; Eustace Smith ; Lincoln Reed; Martelli ; Dunham ; Robert Swan. 
Sorscrrors, Phelps, Sidgwick, § Biddle ; Ashley, Tee, § Sons ; Hatchett Jones ; 
Alexander Nowell ; Lawrence, Waldron, & Webster; H. J. Coburn ; Robinson § 
Stannard ; E. C. Rawlins ; Lewis W. H. Jones ; Badham § William’. 

[Reported by V pve. 8. Fowxez, Barrister-at-Law. | 


DE CASTRO v. POUPART—14th September. 
InsunctTion — Urncency — Nvuisanck — ABATEMENT. 


This was an application for an injunction to restrain the defendant from 
leaving manure in such a place as to be a nuisance to the plaintiff. The 
defendant was a market gardener, and the manure was heaped up close to 
the plaintiff’s window, so as, according to his evidence, to be an intolerable 
nuisance, and to render his house uninhabitable. The ex parte injunction 
was wanted in order to compel the defendant to remove his manure by 
spreading it over the land, or to put some soil upon it so as to render it 
innoxious. The evidence also stated that the plaintiff’s health was affected 
by the alleged nuisance. The injunction asked for was one restraining 
the defendant from bringing more manure on the ground, or permitting 
the manure already on the ground from so remaining as to cause a nuis- 
ance to the plaintiff, and the question was whether, by granting an in- 
junction in that form, the court would not in effect be granting, on an ex 
parte application, a mandatory injunction. 

Bruce, J., gave leave to serve notice of motion for Saturday (September 
17), and granted an injunction over that day restraining the defendant 
from bringing any more manure on the land.—CovnsgEt, Marvelli. Sout- 
crrors, Powell § Goodall. 

rted by V. pz 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law.} 
OPPENHEIMER v. ALEXANDER—14th September. 
Ancient Licuts—InsuncTION—BvILDING PULLED DOWN—LEGAL Ricurt. 


The plaintiff was the owner of freehold land on which formerly stood a 
building known as the Duke of Wellington’s Riding School, Knightsbridge, 
which was conveyed to him by an indenture dated the 18th of July, 1891. 
The building known as the Duke of Wellington’s Riding School covered 
an area of about 17,000 square feet, and stood on the land until February, 
1892, when it was pulled down by the plaintiff, and no building has yet 
been erected on the land in its place. Careful measurements of the 
dimensions of the building were, however, taken before it was pulled 
down, and also photographs thereof, and it was accurately known where 
the windows and other lights therein were situate, and also the dimensions 
and places of such windows and lights. The building had a continuous 
skylight on each side of the ridge of the roof, and there was in addition a 
large lantern light on the flat, lighting a staircase and rooms adjoining. 
The plaintiff’s evidence shewed that such lights were ancient lights, and 
existed as long as the building was in existence—namely, for a iod of 
twenty-five years and upwards, during which time the access of Tight and 
air was enjoyed continuously in relation to such lights, the existence 
whereof added largely to the value of the land. The defendant was the 
proprietor of anadjoining house. The defendant was carrying on building 
operations which would have the effect of seriously interfering with the 
P intiff’s lights as enjoyed in respect of the building recently pulled 

own. The plaintiff now moved for an injunction restraining the de- 

fendant from building so as to obscure the access of light and air to 
the lights or windows of any building to be erected on the site of 
the Duke of Wellington’s Riding School, so far as such lights or 
windows occupied the same position as the lights or windows of the 
former building, as enjoyed by the plaintiff or his predecessors. The 
case relied on by the plaintiff was The Ecclesiastical Commissioners v. Kino 
(28 W. R. 544, 14 Ch. D. 213), where Lord Esher said: ‘‘We must 
assume for this purpose that the building, while it existed, had the 
right to have its ancient lights unobstructed. The building is pulled 
down, and it is said that that right is in abeyance. It seems to me 
that until the right is abandoned it is as much in existence after the 
building is pulled down as it was before, and I cannot help thinking that 
when a man has a legal right which can only be lost by his abandoning it, 
if he has not abandoned it, and until he abandons it, it exists, and is as 
much in his possession as ever, although his actual enjoyment of it may be 
suspended. If he has the right, and it is in his possession and in existence, 
then, if the defendant is about to do an act which will injure that right, 
I can see no reason why the ordinary doctrine should not be applied, and 
why the court should not grant the injunction.” 

Bruce, J., granted the injunction, and in giving judgment said that 
there was sufficient evidence to make him come to the conclusion that the 
defendant’s buildings would interfere with the plaintiff's right to light. 
So far as he could judge there was such a substantial interference with the 
light as to give a right to the injunction. It had been said that, no new 
building having been erected, the court should assume that the right to 
light had been abandoned, but he did not think the court could assume 
that. If some act of a permanent character shewing an intention to abandon 
had been proved, or if a lon riod of time had ela , the court would 
assume that it was not the plaintiff's intention to avail himself of his 1 
right. In the present case it was perfectly clear that before he pulled 
the old building down the plaintiff took care to ascertain exactly where the 
lights were, — | he had informed the defendant of his rights. The in- 
junction should be granted now. If at the hearing the defendant shewed 
that there was no intention to preserve the right to light, the injunction 
could then be dissolved.—Counsnn, Marten, Q.O., and J. AK. Young; A, 
AB. Tervel. Borscrrons, Pilgrim § Phillips; Fladgates, 

[Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxn, t-Law.] 








PEDLEY v. COOPER—7th September. 


Practice—Contempt or Court—Insuncrion—Breach—CommitraL—Nox- 
Service or Orper.—Norice to Derenpant—Pvotimne Down WALL. 


This was a motion to commit the ype for peg te an order ) aa 
by the Vacation Judge on August 31, restraining hi m pulling down 
= sania sl ae wall. The wall was now down. A clerk of the 
plaintiff’s solicitors made an affidavit that he was present in court on 
Wednesday, August 31, when an interim injunction granted by Bruce, J., 
on August 17 was continued, restraining the defendant from ing down 
the wall. Immediately after the application the clerk saw defendant 
within the precincts of the court and informed him of the order having 
been made, at the same time producing for his inspection counsel’s in- 
dorsement of the order upon his brief. The def t replied with an 
oath that he was not afraid of the order, and added, ‘‘I shall pull every 
brick down.’’ The clerk cautioned the defendant that if he did so he 
would render himself liable to be committed to gaol, and informed him 
that a written notice of the order would be served upon him in the course 
of a few hours. The defendant was a builder, and there was further 
evidence of his having disobeyed the order, the affidavit being by one of 
his own workmen. The defendant said that he had received ‘‘no order 
restraining him.’’ In support of the motion for committal it was urged 
that the orders of the court must be implicitly and literally obeyed, and 
it was not necessary that a writ or order should be served, but it was 
sufficient if the defendant had notice by some means, and Kerr on Injunc- 
tion, p. 637, Oswald on Contempt, p. 65, and The United Telephone Co. v. 
Dale (32 W. R. 428, 25 Ch. D. 778) were referred to in support of the 

laintiff’s case. In order, it was said, to justify the committal of a de- 
endant for the breach of an injunction it was not necessary that the order 
granting the injunction should have been served upon him if it were 
proved that he had notice of the order aliunde, and knew that the plaintiff 
intended to enforce it. 

Bruce, J., said that he was satisfied that the defendant had di 
the order of the court, of which he had notice in the precincts of the 
court, and he was satisfied that the defendant pulled the wall down after 
he had notice of the order for the injunction. The court therefore could 
make an order for his committal, and an order would be made; but he 
thought that the justice of the case would be satisfied if the omler were 
directed to lie in the office for a week. In the meantime the defendant 


could do all in his power to meet the reasonable demands of the plaintiff. 
If he did not do so, he would be committed. The orders of the court 


must be obeyed.—Covnset, Hart. Soxtcrrors, Pedley, May, § Fletcher ; 
Defendant in person. 
‘Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvutions. 
Tontas Harry Titty and Gores Movs, solicitors (Turnbull, Tilly, & 
Mousir), 11, Billiter-square, London. September 1. 
[ Gazette, September 9. 
Joun Harcu and Joun Ricuarp Hares, solicitors (Haigh & Son), Hud- 
dersfield. September 7. 
Henry Jackson and Atarrt ALrrep Artuvur Bstuay, solicitors (Jackson 
& Betham), West Bromwich. September 1. 
Arruur Hirer Tuomas and Wiiiiam Henny Pvexames, solicitors 
(Thomas & Puckridge), Cardiff. July 31. [ Gazette, September 13. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 
Rev. Joun Sanpgrs, deceased.—Wanted, the Will of the Rev. John 
Sanders, M.A., formerly rector of Noke, Oxfordshire, who has since 
resided at Florence House, Groombridge, Sussex, and lately of 34, Park- 
road, Southborough, Kent, and who died on the 24th of August, 1892. 
Any information will be gladly received by Messrs, Attnyne, Wauxsr, & 
Moraan, solicitors, Tonbridge 





GENERAL. 


The St. James's Gazette says that Wednesday was the birthday of Mr. 
Justice Hawkins, who has now completed his seventy-fifth year. 


It is stated that the new Common Serjeant has enrolled a deed poll 
relinquishing his first Christian name of ** James,’’ desiring to be known 
henceforth as Sir Forrest Fulton. The Daily ToegrapA says that on the 
opening day of the sittings at the Central Criminal Court the Common 
Serjeant disposed of no fewer than twenty cases, which is reganied as a 
** peoord "* in the annals of the Old Bailey. 

The TIustitute of International Law terminated its sittings at Geneva on 
the 10th inst. ‘The closing session, says the 7imes, was occupied by the 
consideration of Mr, Barclay's report on the definition and rales of mari- 
time jurisdiction, and the matter was referred to the next session, on the 
proposition of the English delegate. It was resolved, meanwhile, to 
gather English, French, and German legal opinions on the question. 


In the Grenville papers, says the Daily News, an incident is brought to 
light which must surely be ue in the criminal annals of this or any 








other country. In September, 1789, three convicts whe had been con- 
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demned to death at the Old Bailey had their sentences commuted by the 
King to transportation for life, but refused to accept the commutation. By 
Mr. Grenville’s advice the King ordered one of the convicts, a man named 
Chaffey, to be executed at once, in order to try and ‘inspire in the others a 
sense of gratitude for the merciful consideration shown to them. Before 
the ity could be inflicted, however, the lawyers stepped in. Mr. Justice 
Gould expressed doubts as to the legality of the proposed measure. The 
King having once commuted the sentences,. there was no authority in the 
land which could revive them. Lord Thurlow having expressed his con- 
currence with Mr. Justice Gould, the Government were in an awkward 
predicament. What would have happened had the culprits proved 
obdurate does not appear. They were, however, brought to a more com- 
pliant mood, and the King and his Ministers were relieved of their em- 
barrassment. 


There is now in operation in Denmark, says the Daily News, a law 
giving every Danish subject, man and woman, the right to a pension at 
sixty years of age. Exception is made of persons who have been convicted 
of crime ; who have fraudulently made over their property to relations or 
others ; who have brought themselves to distress by extravagance or evil- 
living ; who have during the preceding ten years received relief from the 
Poor Law ; or who have been convicted of mendicity. Applications are to 
be addressed to the parish, who will make all inquiries, and fix the amount 
of the relief to be granted. The relief may be withdrawn if the pensioner 
should become ineligible through misconduct or spend his pension 
improperly, and, if he marries, his pension is ipso facto withdrawn, and he 
becomes chargeable to the Poor Law. The pension is to be derived from 
the parish, subject to certain conditions as to the applicant’s place of 
birth, or, if the place of birth cannot be determined, from the Poor Law ; 
and the State contributes half the expenses of the parishes in distributing 
the relief, provided that those expenses do not exceed £55,000 in each of 
the years 1891-95, and £110,000 in subsequent years. No appeal lies 
against the decision of the communal authorities. 


The new Law Courts at York are expected to be opened in a few weeks. 
The style of the buildings, says a York paper, is a free treatment of 
Gothic architecture. The Clifford-street front is pleasingly broken up, 
the main entrance and a projecting bay at either end being carried up to 
a greater height than the remainder of the facade. In the apex of the 
pediment are carved the arms of the city, and surmounting is a figure of 
Justice holding the scales, behind which rises the clock-tower, which is 
discernible from many parts of the city. The bays at each end are 
crowned by graceful octagonal turrets enriched with carved stonework. 
The Low Friargate elevation is somewhat plainer, but is relieved by an 
octagonal turret over the angle of the fire station. The river front is also 
agreeably varied by the use of oriel windows. The principal doorway in 
Clifford-street gives access to a beautiful entrance hall, with massive 
ceiling and floor of mosaic, forming in the centre a representation of the 
city arms. The hall is ornamented with stately columns of scagleola, and 
is decorated with a tiled dado. (n the right of the entrance are porters’ 
and telephone rooms, and on the left is a richly ornate mantelpiece, with 
artistic hand-painted tiles. Immediately facing the entrance are two 
doors, through which the main corridor, which runs north and south, or 
parallel to Clifford-street, is reached. At the north end, between the 
corridor and Clifford-street, and facing the latter, are the solicitors’ and 
male witnesses’ rooms. At the south end, and similarly looking into 
Clifford-street, are the barristers’ and female witnesses’ rooms. From this 
corridor also, on the side furthest from the street, the sessions and police 
courts, which are placed end on to each other, are entered. In each court 
the prisoners’ dock is eo placed as to be in direct communication with the 
corridor of the cellar beneath. Both courts are lofty, spacious, and well 
lighted by means of lantern lights in the roof, and three side windows. 
Continuous ventilation is kept up in the two courts, and also in the police 
cells beneath, by means of a shaft of heated air, but additional ventilation 
may be called into play at will if necessary. The second door down Low 
Friargate gives entrance to a large waiting-hall running parallel to the 
grand corridor on the west side of the courts, to which the general public 
will be admitted, and by this way only can they obtain ingress to the 
courts, the main entrance being appropriated to the Lord Mayor, judge, 
magistrates, officials, &. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH. 


Beapier.—Sept. 6, at Parkfield, Prestwich-park, Manchester, the wife of Francis Ernest 
Bradley, LL.B., of Gray’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 
Covsiss—Inwis.—Sept. 10, at St. Simon’s, Southsea, Thomas Cousins, J.P., solicitor, of 
Portermout i 


bh, to Mary Ella Horatia, eldest daughter of the late Commander James 
Strachan Irwin, 2..N., and granddaughter of the late Colonel William Bolton Girdle- 


Herscuris—Reav.—Aug. 31, at St. John the Evangelist’s Paddington, George 8. 
ieenp Cena” ' je, third daughter of Edward Read, late Halton House, 

Oxuses—Hasiitox.—Sept. 7, at All Soul’s, yo pe Alfred H. Ormsby, barri 
ter-at-law, of Dublin, to Gertrude Uhthoff, 'y daughter of the late pom ill C, a. 
and niece of the late Right Hon. George er Hamilton, of Hampton, 


Saute tasve~ Rept. 1, at the parish church, Bromley, Kent, Arthur Davis‘ , of | 
Hastings. wlicitor, to Alice Eisie Lioyd, daughter of F. W. Nelson Lioyd, of 





* ’ ’ 


DEATHS. 
Barenax.— Sept. 11, at Guilsborough, Joshua Wigley Bateman, M.A., formerly of the 
Middle Temple. . aad f 


Travan feat 11, at Kingswells, Francis Edmond, LL.D., of Kingswells, advocate, 
Prame.— Sept, 18, at 24, Denbigh-place, Pimlico, Thomas Frame, of 27, Chancery-lane, 
citor. 


C., 
Goopricke.—Aug. 6, at D’Urban, Natal, George Duncan Goodricke, of the Middle 
8 Temple barister-at-ta " peseteld Gtreet ¢ Duryard, Beckenh old 
TREET.— . 12, John » o enham, and 26 
Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, aged 59. . ae 
Ve.ey.—Sept. 1, at his residence, Yverdon House, Chelmsford, Frederick Thomas Veley, 
solicitor, aged 83. 





Wakrnine To wrenpina House Purcnasers & Lessees.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the — arrangements tho 7 a an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, n e Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &e.—[Apvr.]} 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Friway, Sept. 2. 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Peopie’s Frienpiy Ixsurance Buriat Society, 3, Park rd, Wandsworth common. Aug 30 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarep in CHancery. 

American Stove anp Furnace Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Howard 
Childs Parkes, 8, Old Jewry y 

Cuester Race Course Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Robert Enock, 16, Corn Exchange chmbrs, Chester 

J. W. Hosss & Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented it 6, directed to be heard 
on Oct 25. Bonner & Co, Fenchurch st, petners, solors. Notice of appearing must 
reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

J. W. Hosss & Co, Lunrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 5, directed to be heard 
on Oct 25. Ingle & Co, Threadneedle st, solors for . Notice of appearing must 
reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Mowrt ve Prete or Encianp, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 2, directed to 
be heard on Oct 25. Lickorish & Bellord, Queen Victoria st, solors for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in 
Oct 





e afternoon of 


Tuomas Daniet & Co, Limitep—By an order made by Bruce, J., dated Sept 1, it was 
ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above be continued. Druces & Attlee, 
Billiter sq, solors for petners. Creditors are required, on or before Dec 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert Jackson, 53, 
Coleman st Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq, solors for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 

House axp Lanp Investuznt Trust, Liunrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 5, 
directed to be heard on esday, Sept 21. Spreat & Bullivant, 57, Gracechurch st, 
solors for petners. Notice of ae 2 ing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Tu y; Sept 20 2 

Leicester InpusTRIAL ASSURANCE AND Buiipixe Co, Luarep—Petn for winding up, 
presented Aug 4, directed to be heard on Wednesday, Sept 21. Slark & Metcalfe, Serle 
st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must son the abovenamed not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Tuesday, Sept 20 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette.—Tuxrspvay, Sept. 13. 


Cortox, Tuomas, Barrow in Furness, Tobacconist. Sept 30. Barlow v Cotton, Registrar, 
Barrow in Furness. Postlethwaite, Barrow in Furness g 
Dicxtnsox, Ricuarp Huyt, Evenwood, Durham, Blacksmith. Sept 19. Dickinson v 


Dickinson, Registrar, Durham. Watson, Barnard Castle 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Sept. 2. 
Barnes, Esruer, Colchester Oct 21 Goody & Son, Colchester 
CALLAGHAN, Suerwoop, San Francisco, Gent Oct 3 Morley & Co, Old Broad st 
Conenes. J waane Casa, Apperley bridge, Yorks, Goats’ Hair Manufacturer Sept 
‘01 

Caew, Witt1am Tromas, Nottingham, Surgeon Oct1 Barclay & Taylor, Macclesfield 
Crisp, Exiza, Melton, Suffolk Sept 29 Wood, Woodbridge 
Dixow, Exiza, Filey, Yorks, Widow Sept 30 Sutcliffe & Sutcliffe, Bridlington 
Hxeywoop, Gzonar, Huddersfield, Builder Oct 1 Rhodes, Huddersfield 
Hiacort, Jou, Horninglow, Staffs, Gent Oct 13 Lowe & Auden, Burton on Trent 
Hotmzs, Geoncs Beresrorp Brypors, Chariton Kings, Glos, retired Colonel, R.A. Oct 17 

Farrer & Lincoln’s inn fields 
Howakrp, Ropert, Great Baddow, Essex, Farmer Nov1 Tanner g Co, Chelmsford, and 

Circus pl, Finsbury circus : 
Jouxs, Cuaries Fexpenick, Clifford st, Bond st, Army Tailor Oct 10 Worrell, Cole- 


man 

Jouxsox, Soria, Stamford Nov 3 Atter, Stamford 

Kii.sy, Roser, Grimsbury, co Northampton, Farmer Oct 11 Kilby & Mace, Banbury 
Leneqee, Srevia, Marylandsrd, St. Peter’s Park, Paddington Sept 30 Jones, Blooms 


Leaxs, Josein, Rotherham, Gent Oct 8 Broughton-Kesteven, Rotherham and Sheffield 
Lusiayax, Mania ve, Bath Oct il Tarleton & Butlin, Birmingham 
Miiier, Georoxs Wii11am, Old Kent rd, Leather Dresser Oct 15 Routh & Co, South- 


ost Mint, Baghoston 2 


co Warwick Oct14 Britten & Browne, Northampton 








, barrister-at-law, afterwards for many years secretary of the Duchy of 
. on. ’ yy ry y 





Pret, Tnouas, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer Sept 30 Butler & Mid e- 
brook, Leeda 
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Cnet 
CorKE, ¢ 
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Pick1x, Jou, Sheffield, Scale Cutter Simpson, Hartshead, Sheffield 

Purcuase, Oxivia, Winchester Oct1 Godwin, Winchester 

Rosy, CHARLES +a Gloucester grins, Hyde Park, Gent Novi Ford & Co, Blooms- 
b 

Ssuvaun taba, Wyke House, Isleworth Oct 11 Maydwell, Brighton 

Srocxs, Witt1am Biaxey, Dewsbury, Machinist Oct 5 Ibberson & Pickles, Dewsbury 

Wars, Jou, Rochdale, retired Innkeeper October 7 Standring & Co, Rochdéle 

Waker, Epwarp, Baildon, Yorks, Maltster Sept 31 Morgan & Morgan, Bradford and 
Shipley 

1LL1AM, Stow on the Wold, Glos, Tailor Sept 30 Francis & Son, Stow on the 

Wrasenase ipo, Bighton, nr Alresford, Hants, Farmer Oct 8 Blackmore & Co, 

‘0 

Wirry, Exizasetu, Thomas rd, Finsbury Park October 10 Pitts, Strand 

Youtroy, Naomi, Mannamead, Plymouth October1 Gidley & Son, Plymouth 

Turspay, Sept 6. 


WALTON, 
Wold 


London Gazette.— 


CarrutHers, Emma Marta, Cambridge rd Nov 1 Wood & Co, Raymond bidgs, 
Gray’s in 
CiarK, Fayxy CHALuen, Rye lane, Peckham Oct 31 Stevens & Co, Brighton 
Cousy, Isapetta Susan Janz, Lintaine grove, West Kensington Oct 17 Palmer & Co, 
8q 
Corke, Anniz£, Tunbridge Wells Oct 11 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 


Dixox, Marruew, Keldhead, Pickering, Yorks, Yeoman Oct 6 Whitehead, Pickering 
Gupert, Pair, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Gent Oct 22 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Fripay, Sept. 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
nan, | Bexsamin Cuanrues, Featherstone bidgs, ——_ 

= — Engineer High Court Pet Aug 5 
P 
Barker, Ricuarp, Tavistock pl, oiey, of no occupa- 
tion Taunton Pet Aug 26 Ord 
Beysamins, I I, Eldon st, Finsbury Agent 
Court Pet Augis Ord 1 Sept 5 
Bupp, Joun Wiiu1am, Brixham, Devon, +e Gardener 
East Stonehouse Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 
CARTER, (ae Bradford, ufacturer *pradford Pet 
pt7 
Curre, Samu Ure Often, nr Stockport, Farmer Stockport 
Pet Sept7 Ord 
Coie, Wittiam, West siete, I ¥ Butcher Newport and 
Ryde Pet Aug9 Ord Sept 5 
Cottetre, Geratp Exuison, late College hill chmbrs, 
College hill, — st, Solicitor High Court Pet Aug 
Couites, Goostes, Th bald 
‘oLLINS, GopFREY, Theo’ ’s rd, G Hi 
Pet July 15 Ord Se ‘ a — 
Coomse, Samven. Fasonnicx, Bristol, Carpenter Bristol 
6 Pet ans gS Sept 6 
OOPER, CHARLES, Birmingham, Baker Birmingha P 
Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 . asec 
Eatox, Wittiam, and Norman Eatoy, Amberley —_ 
Fou ington, Farriers High Court Pet Sept 3 
4 Freperick Wi viam, Slough, B Watch: 
Font inasor Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5° po sGcarernaecigg 
‘oRD, ALFRED. enhall, Staff. Ppaker Wolverhampto 
Pet Sept?’ Ord Sept? spar 
e Cumbrid, Farmer Whitehaven 


GeLvART, JAMES, 
6 


Pet Sept 
Georer, Dora, Hild Yorks, 
M eee, ugh Pet ame Bed lod > ine tgammaieataaaal 
ARDING, EDWARD. rthlwyd, nr T: Glam, 
Collier Pontypridd Sept5 Ord me 


Hawkins, Hersert A Hanoip Hotman, Time st, Insur- 

ance Brokers High Court Pet Sept 7’ Ord Sept 7 

me Norman, ie cireus, Coal Contractor 
5 


Court Pet Sept5 0: 
Hote, James | T Bristol ter Bristol Pet 
Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 


ay we ~ ye Essex, Gent Chelmsford Pet 


Lana, Josern, and ae Lana, Cheetham, La’ Gi 
kers Manchester | Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 6 > aged 
Luoyp, Ricuarp Simpson, Aberayron. ire, Ship 
Owner Aberystwith Pet “Aug 2! 23 Ord 
Lona, Jane Exvizanetu, St Albans, Baker St hans Pet 
Sept 6 Ord 6 
Mac ARTHUR, R AucH, Westmoreland rd, Bayswater, 
Gent h Court Pet July 19 Ord Sept 7 
et ae Burnley, Mechanic Burnley Pet Sept 
Marruews, wnt Pasties, Cycle Dealer Portsmou 
Pet Aug Ord Sept - 
Mitts, — ff Joun, —_ chmbrs, Queen Victoria 
» Merchant High Court Pet July 4 Ord Sept7 
Mitcuen Ly \ 4 Cuanpuer, Purser’s Cross rd, Fulham, Com- 


mission A t High Court Pet May 81 Ord Sept 7 
a “Ona Ber aes, Exeter, Plumber Exeter 


neni Seame, Methane, orca Agent High 
teh Pet Bept 7 bag be ahd k, Henb: : 
y, Avaustus Jonun wic en » Gl late 
Pic a Bristol Pet Sept 5 Ord rd Sep’ t 5 ™_ 
KARD ILLIAM, Barsggste, 
ye ee Mt gil », Tobacco Dealer York 
Price, H, ne ke rd, Butcher High Court Pet 


ug 16 Ord 
Paice, ten, "Broawardin Megelentshion, Farmer 
Stay Deaier Bolton 


's former! 
«A pu, Heaton Chapel 
port Pet Sept7 Ord 


' aT" ” 
8p W in, 7 in, umb d, utcher iy 


Procrony ies Sausv, 5 ty oh 


Gouasipan 90 bra Lancs 
Shi; 67 





Joy, Anyiz, Knaresborough, 


Kutey, Any, Grimsbury, co 


ders & Co, Wath 
Too.e 
Manchester 


ester 
Watt, Lucy, Brighton Oct 
Vee Marcas Ret, 











eg = Joun Wassen, | ted House Decorator 


ewcastle on poe 
Taomson, D, Wavertree, nr ne Laverpooh, Jeweller Liverpool 


Pet Aug 10 Ord Sept 6 

Waite, Tice, Le | ye | ers 
Manager chester te 

Wi trrtoy, Rosert, Sheffield, TF. Sheffield Pet 
Sept 6 *Ord Sept 6 

veer GrorGE, eel, Mon, Grocer Newport, Mon 
et t 


5 Ord 
Wrey, ‘ile. 4 Manchester, Painter Salford 
Aug 25 Ord ‘sept 6 
Yates, Te! Shifnal, Salop, Builder Madeley Pet 


Ord Bept 5 
The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished i in the London Gazette, Sept. 6 
Se.voy, Georce Hayye, Trelyll, St Kew, Cornwall, Pro- 
vision Dealer Truro Pet et Bept 2 Ord Sept 2 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER AND 
ANNULLING ADJUDICATION. 


Hosss, Wit11am Franx Newsery, Stalybridge, Plumber Oct 30 Innes, Stalybridge 
Horser, Mary, Barton upon Humber Oct 11 H. E. & R. Mason, Barton upon Humber 
Jackson, Rounpett Patuer, Plymouth, Solicitor Oct 8 Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 


Yorks Sept 10 Gilling, Harrogate and Knaresborough 


Keesoy, Witt1aM Pur, Eagle ct, Dean st, Holborn, Printer Oct 10 Bate, Bedford row 


Northampton Oct11 Kilby & Mace, Banbury 


Kirxuam, Arraur Wacrer Macponavp, Gloucester cres, Hyde pk, Barrister at law 
Oct 5 Van Sandau & Co, King st, Cheapsi 

Nayxervis, Samvet Mircue.t, Li 
zance 

Newcomen, Coaries Epwarp, Southsea, Esq Oct 41 Reyroux & Co, Cannon st 

Priest.ey, James, Elland, Halifax, Boatman Oct8 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Sanps, Anyre, Sebert rd, Forest gate Oct 1 Johnson, Lowestoft 

Gnaw, Som Grorcr, Sitwell House, nr Rotherham, Earthenware Manufacturer Oct 30 


, Cornwall, retired Miner Oct 6 Boase, Pen- 


Dearne 
LAWRENCE, ‘Sehen, Teachester, Canon of Salford Oct 3 Dixon & Linnell, 
tae Gaanuxs Henry, Malvern Wells, Pharmaceutical Chemist Oct 7 Weston 


6 Oxley, Brighton 
Clarges st, Piccadilly Oct 15 Kendal & Co, Carey st, Lin- 


Wrss, J Jens Geen: Birmingham, Manufacturer Oct22 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 


Pickarb, Vege Harrogate, Tobacco Dealer Sept 21 at 
11.30 Off Rec, York 

Prercy, Bt, eo Whi pig Reem Manufacturer Sept 22 at 
3 Off Rec, 35, Vi 


Paice, Joserpu Tuomas, we ALFRED ~. » Saves, 
Wild nF Wi = st, Drury lane, Manuf: rd Stationers 
Proctor, ‘ia Bolton, formerly iss De a. Sept 19 at 


10.15 16, Wood st, 
ene Hunters Forstal, Herne, Kent, 


yer Sept 23 at 10 Off Ree, 5, Castle st, Canter- 


bury 
Roce. Tuomas Anwrtace, Thornhill Lees, Yorks, 
— k Merchant Sept 16at4 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


ey 
Se.pox, Gzorcr Hayne, Trelyll, St Kew, Cornwall, Pro- 
vision ler Sept 17 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 


Truro 
Tuvrstox, Rosert, Norwich, Baker Sept 17 at 12 Of 
Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Urmston, ~“—s, Raby, ~o— Farmer Sept 19 at 2 50 
Of Ree, eae ©, Bee 
Ween, Wituiam vee as, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Gent Sept 
Princes st, wich 


17 at 1 
WETHERELL, ALBERT, ete ract, Horse Trainer Sept 16 


Perrmay, 
Bric 





Croucu, Grorcr, Craven st, Strand, Retired Butcher High 
Court Rec Ord April 26 Rese ‘and Annul Sept 5 - 


FIRST MEETINGS. | 


Brake, Harry, the elder, Bishop’s Caundle, Dorset, late | 
Dairyman Sept 16 at 12.30 Off Ree, bury 

Brooxes, ALFRED, Sheffield, Hosier Sept 21 at2 2 Off Ree, 
Figtree lane, eld 

— Samvet Freperick, Bristol, Carpenter Sept 21 at 

Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Cothen, Frepericx Jamxs, Ipswich, late ted Contractor | 
Sept 17 at 11.30 36, Princes st, Ipswi | 

Davies, te Tuomas, Swansea, Gooner Sept 1éatiz2 Off | 


31 
Driyspar, Win 1am, Kingston u Hull, Furniture Dealer 
Sept 17 at 11 Of Ree Ree, Tringty 1 House lane, Hull | 


Dossoyx, Bensamtiy, Tebay. Westmrid, Locomotive In- 
r Sept 17 at 1t Or Rec, 120, High gate, Ken- 


_ Avrrep Epwry, Horl -wony Soe Farmer Sept 19 at 
1.30 24, Railwa Toate 
Bowanne Wirssam Rushden, Herts, Parmer Sept 19 at 
12 Rec, Petty Cury, Cam 
“4 wr yealoware Provision Dealer 


Gipson, y teat Grove 
Sept 16 at 12 Dewrantty bldgs, Care 


Gtassproox, Arruur James, Chesterfield, See Sept 


16 at 4 otel, Chesterfield 
Goap, Tuomas, —— Westmrid, ~<- Sept 17 at 
10.30 Of High endal 


Green, WILiiaM, urant Proprietor Sept 

19 at 12.30 Young & Bank bldgs, Hastings 

«x Jouy, Ermington, Devon, Painter 
Sept 21 atil 10, Athenoum ter, Plymouth 

Greeson, Artuur, 8 , Derbyshire, Clothier, &¢ 
Sept 16 at 11 or Ree, St James’ s chmbrs, — | 

Herworrn, Frep, Batley Carr, Yorks, Stationer pt 16 
at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, pubes 

Hoxt, James Manrigvp, Bristol, Painter ow 21 at 1230 

Rec, Bank 


Off chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo 

Jones, W G G, ie tame st, elicitor Sept 16 at 11 
Bankruptcy 

Lester, Stoney Harry, 


‘bide, Garey st 
ford, late Hotel Proprictor | 
Sept 20at1l Off Ree, St Paul’ s sq, Bedford 
Lunt, Isaac Parry, late of pen ie nr Liverpool, 
Keeper Sept 26 at 2 Off, Rec, 35, Victoria st, 


iv 
Maurert, Jouy, Pu Bridge rd, Sasseg, Butcher Sept 














16 at 11.30 &, wa London bridge 
Manrcesrison, WiLLiaw Calverley . = Farmer Sept 16 
at 11 Ol® Ree, 31, pot rot ord 


Mavens, a -_ SDealer Sept 20 at 
3.30 hae Gasnbeidee” Junction, High st, Ports- 


= S 
Mosetey, Wit1aM Frepenick, late Giltspur st, Publican 
16 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bl Carey st 
Newnerry, Acerep Henry, Exeter, Plumber Sept 19 at 
11 Off Reo, 13, Bedford cire, Exeter 
Paany, Avaustus Jonx, Redwick, Henbury, Glos, late | 
Confectioner Rept 21 at 12 Of Rec, Bank | 





at12 Red Lion Hotel, Pontefract 
Wuatey, Wi.wiam, Sheffield, Grocer Sept 21 at 3 Off 
Ree, Figtree lane, Sheffield 


| The following amended notice is gy gs for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Aug. 30 


Scryrmcrour, Ropert yyy St Helens, nr Liverpool, 
ine — Sept 15 at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
vi 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bsverty, Exuma, Putney, Surrey, Grocer Wandsworth 
Ord Sept 5 
Bowker, ean Sudden Rochdale, Confectioner Oldham 
Pet Ord Sept 2 
C.irrR, aie Offerton, nr Stockport, Farmer Stockport 
Pet Sept7 Ord 7 


— ~T Lm ya Bristol, Carpenter Bristol 
et Sept 6 
Coorer, aa. Baker Birmingham Pet 


Eatoys, Winua™. a Norwanx Earoyx, Amberley me 

Paddington, ‘Farriers High Court’ Pet Sept 3 Ord 

Bow anos, Wituram, Rushden, Herts, Farmer Cambridge 
5 


Aug 22 Ord 
- Staffs, Baker Wolverhampton 
7 


Ge.part, Jam Borde, ‘cumbeld, Farmer Whitehaven 
Gronaay Ce : 9 Se — eee 
| Lana, eae | and Barnet Laxey a sate 
Lownpgs, Praxcis Arruve, Liverpool, Scliciter 

Liverpool, 


Pet July 19 6 
Luyt, Isaac Parry, late 
Book. Li 


RA, 


cae TTT hn 
or ug 6 

aan > ee Burnley, Mec Burnley Pet 
| moxeos, ALFRED ae Ripley, Tator 


Yorks, Army 
erton Pet June 27 Sept 5 
Monroy, Roper, Preston, Tripe Dresser Preston Pet 
Aug 20 Ord Sept 5 
Newserry, Avereo Henry, Exeter, Plumber Exeter 
Pet Sept 5 5 


Parry, Avevstus Jonny: ip Henbury, on, late 


Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 
Pick arp, bg a | Tobacco Daler York 
Ripuiyeros, James, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper 
Greenwich Pet Aug 12 agg 1 


Scuremwre, Wii.iam 
Clerk 
SwaARLR, 


‘April 14” Saag Che, 


Pet 


Siocon Be Super Oni pt 
—aeee 


Brondesbury Pianoforte Agent 
Pen June Bt Od ope 3 
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Sproat, Witts, Talkin, Hayton, Cumberland, Butcher 
isle Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Syxes, Tuomas, Market Weighton, Yorks York Pet Aug 
12 Ord Sept 3 

Turver, Tuomas, Artuur Turner, and Freperic 
MacDownett Evanson, Stanley Bridge Wharf, Chelsea, 
Contractors High Court Pet Aug4 Ord Sept 5 

Wuirr, James, Berechurch, Colchester, Brickmaker’s 
Manager Colchester Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 

Wittertox, Rosert, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield Pet 
Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 ; 

Wrex, James. Prestwich, nr Manchester, Painter Salford 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 7 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Aug 23 :— 


Perxixs, Toomas Cuarttox, Reading, Corn Merchant 
Reading Pet Aug9 Ord Augi18 


London Gazetie—Tvrspay, Sept. 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asprews, Txomas, Liverpool, Hotel Proprietor Liverpool 
Pet Sept 8 Sept 8 
Brows, Witt1am, Dawley, Salop, Butcher Madeley Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 


Busu, Joun Atpertos, and James Rosixson WItsox, 
Newcastle on Tyne, Solicitors Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
Aug 26 Ord Sept 8 

Cueckianxp, Cuartes Epwarp, Birmingham, Grocer Bir- 
mingham PetSeptS Ord Septs 

Criemens, Cuartes Hewry, Truro, Cornwall, Berlin Dealer 
Truro Pet SeptS Ord Septs 

Darsy, Amprose Turner, Hove, Sussex, Confectioner 

ighton PetSeptS Ord Septs 

Davtes, Joux, 8t Michael, Cwmdu, co Brecon, Blacksmith 
Tredegar PetSeptS Ord Sept s 

Dicxrssox, Cuanres, Crown Wharf, Loughborough 

unction, Contractor High Court Pet June 13 Ord 


9 
Dovetas, Wittiam Artuvr, North Shields, Drapers New- 
castleon Tyne Pet Aug26 Ord Sept 8 
Eanrny, Atrzep, Stowmarket, Coachbuilder 
Edmunds PetSept9 Ord Sept 9 
Etsecoop, James, Burton, Pembs, Contractor Pembroke 
Dock Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Ferrnam, Gronce, late of Littleport, Cambs, Publican 
High Court ) 


Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 10 
Fremaytite, James, Sarisbury green, Hants, Market 
Gardener Portsmouth Pet SeptS Ord Sept 8 


Grast, Evan Barrie, late Warwick st, Eccleston sq, 
Gent High Court Pet July 19 Ord Sept 9 

Grast, J H, Kennington rd. Solicitor High Court Pet 
Augi9 Ord Sept 9 


Gvupceos, James Ciarxe, Kidderminster, Carpenter Kid- 
derminster 


Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 


Hacxsey, Faxsy, Pitfield st, Hoxton, Widow High | 
Court Pet apt 9 


Aug 22 Ord Sept ¢ 
y of Great Prescot st, Whitechapel, 
Bookbinders High Court Pet Aug25 Ord Sept 9 
Hartuaway, James Grorce, the younger, Birmingham, 
Baker Birmingham Pet Sept 8 Ord Septs 
Hetreweir, James Hesny, late of Castleford, Yorks, 
Merchant Wakefield Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 9 
Hester, Jous Daxny, Hastings, Entertainment Manager 
i et Aug25 Ord Sept S 
James, Wittiam Water, Monkwearmouth, co Durham, 
Sunderland Pet Sept7 Ord Septs 
Jesxsisos, Ricuarp, Nottingham, Manager to Farmer 


3 Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 
Misvs, Tuomas, High st, Hounslow, Butcher Brentford 
Pet Ord Sept 8 


Newnan, Cuanres Srexcer. Stoneclough, Lancs, Clerk in 
Holy Orders Bolton Pet Sept7 Ord Sept7 

Nicnoxas, A B, Cardiff, Colliery Proprietor Cardiff Pet 
Aug 27 Se 

Ovissam, Witttam Exueesox, Burslem, Staffs, Earthen- 
ware Manuf: Sept 5 Ord Sept 9 


“ 


lacturer Burslem Pet 8 
Pazxis, Hexer, Neath, Glam, Builder Neath Pet Sept 9 
Ord Sept 9 


Pcon, Saucer, and Grorce Boorn Hacxxey, 
Karthen 


oe? 

Ber, Wii11am, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Rostxsos, Tou, King st, Kensington, Job Master High 
Court Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Rosxix, Hazer, ed, Glam, Outfitter Merthyr Tyd- 
fl Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 5 

Surru, Joux, Manchester, Journeyman Butcher Manches- 
ter Pet SeptS Ord Sept 6 

Srevexs, Georce, Fairlop rd, Leytonstone, late Printer 

ighCourt Pet Augi9 Ord Sept 6 


Sroxe, Mazr, Long Itchington, Warwickshire, Butcher | 
Warwick P 


Ord Bept 10 
zeard, nr Ripon, Yorks, 
er } et Sept s Ord co) 
Tatuam, H Evwazp, The Avenue, 
Court PA Angs Ord Sept 4 
Taomrsox, Grows, Mona trree, Cheyneys rd, Leytonstone, 
Customs 


’t Aug * 
Srozey, Groner Hexen, K +“: 
Northallerton 


teondesbury High 


louse Clerk High Court Pet Aug 20 Ord | 


Town, Grows Goven, Vauxhall Bridge rd, House Agent 
High Court Pet Bept 9 Ord Sept 10 


Veeestt, Witttam, Hailsham, Susmex, Carriage Builder 
Hastbourne and Lewes Pet Beto Ord Rept 9 

Wararz, Jous, and Hesny Avwort, Harrogate, Fruiterers 
York Pa Set 10 Ord Sept 10 

Watrtos, Bicuany Janes, Thorntom, nr Bradford, Worsted 
Spinner Vradtord Pet Sept 9 Ord Kept 9 

Warxrs, Feeo Witrsam, Bristol, Gerk Bristol Pet Bept 

& Ord - 


Wairrams, Issac, Pembroke Dock, Auctioneer Pembroke 


Dot PASIAS Ori Het 9 


Witmer, Wistisn Gronox, Mom Bide, ne Manchester, | 
Comune 


Haliord Pet Beh Ord Bept 10 
Wri, Urraseo W, Mortizncr, Basingstoke, Clerk in 
Vortgn Uifice Vesting Pet tuly 21) Ord Bet 1 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Aug 26 :— 
Scratum, Josepn, Nessru Scratum, and Rapuae. Scratum, 
Manchester, Shipping Merchants Manchester Pet 
Augil Ord Aug 23 





Bury 8t | 


Hanley, | 
ware Manufacturers Hanley Pet Sept9 Ord | 


| Woop, 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette, Sept 9 :— 
Seroat, Wixus, Talkin, Hayton, Cumbrid, Builder Car- 
lisle Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Hatt, Epwarp Arcernoy, King’s Arms yard, Stockbroker 
High Court Rec Ord Sept2 Resc Sept 8 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bawwister, ArTHur, Hatcham rd, Hatcham, Beer Retailer 
Sept 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st é 
Betuam, James Dortsy, Buckingham Palace rd, Builder 
Sept 20 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Bracxsury, CHARLES, Nelson, Lancs, Farmer Sept 21 at 
2.30 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 
Bowker. Tuomas, Sudden Rochdale, Confectioner Sept 
21 at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 
Browx. Wriiiam, Dawley, Salop. Butcher Sept 21 at 
11.30 County Court Office, Madeley 
Bepp, Jons Witt1au, Brixham, Devon, Market Gardener 
Sept 21at12 10, Atheneum terr, Plymouth 
Carter, James, Bradford, Manufacturer Sept 26 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford ‘ 
CrLark, Writram Cuaries, Cheshunt, Herts, Beer Retailer 
Sept 20 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 
Eatos, Wittiam, and Normay Eatos, Amberley-mews, 
Paddington, Farriers Sept 21 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 
Forp, Atrrep, Willenhall, Staffs, Baker Oct 10 at 12 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Ge.tpart, James, Bootle. Cumbrid, Farmer Sept 22 at 
12.15 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Hit, Witt1am Hoop, late Pancras chmbrs, Queen st, 
Cheapside, Stockbroker Sept 21 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st a 
Lorp, Wriwram, Stanningfield, Suffolk, late Machinist 
| Sept 22 at12 Guildhall. Bury St. Edmunds 
| MacArtuvr, R. Waven, Westmoreland-rd, Bayswater, 
Gent Sept 20at1 Bankruptcy bldngs, Carey st ; 
Mitts, Bosvitte Jony, Wardrobe chmbrs, Queen Victoria 
st, Merchant Sept 21 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldngs, 
Carey st 
| Newna df Cuar.es Spencer, Stoneclough, Lancs Clerk in 
| Holy Orders Sept 21 at 10.30 16, Wood st, Bolton 
| Nortncorr, Franx, Rood lane, Commission Agent Sept 
21 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Pryx, Atrrep Epwrx, Worcester, Lay Clerk Sept 21 at 
11.15 Off Rec, Worcester 
| Perce, H., Westbourne park rd, Butcher Sept 22 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st b 
Repmarye, Jony, Ropert Suits, and Harry Satu, Nel- 
son. Lanes, Cotton Manufacturers Sept 21 at 3 
Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnle’ 


y : 
| Ricnarps, Ricuarp, Luke st, Paul st, Finsbury, Dairyman 


Sept 20 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rovers, Moses Jouy, Middlesborough, Lieut. R.E. Sept 
21 at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Suiru, Jons, Manchester, Journeyman Butcher Sept 21 
at 3 Ogden’schbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Sparks, Bessamis. Mill st, Regent st, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 2lat1 Bankru bldgs, Carey st en's 

Srastos, Samver, South Shields, Temperance Missionary 
Sept 21 at 11.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 
Tyne 


Taver, Atexasper, Palace chmbrs, Westminster, Civil 
Engineer Sept 21at2.20 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tuvetey, Rovert, Robsart st, Brixton, Fishmonger Sept 
22 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tevetove & Co., Fulham rd, Furniture Dealers Sept 22 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Vervox, Owes, Liverpool, Cotton Broker Oct4at2 Off 
Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Warxiss, Freo Wiis, Bristol, Clerk Sept 21 at 1.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st,jBristol 

Hexry Jousx Dover, 
Builder Sept 20 at 11.8 
bridge 2 

Worrnam, Cuarces, St James’s st, Club Proprictor Sept 
2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st ‘ 

Werx, Jauxs, Prestwich, nr Manchester, Painter Sept 21 

at 2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Wuricnt, Cuaries Eowarp, Middlesborough, Grocer Sept 
Zi at3 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

VYarrs, Ricnarp, Shifnal, Salop, Builder Sept 21 at 12 
County Court Office, Madeley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Rexsamine, Isaac Jacon, Eldon st, Finsbury, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet Aug18 Ord Sept 10 

Brows, Aurrep, and Wititam Brows, Leicester Boot 
Manufacturers Leicester Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 9 

Snows, Wristam, Dawley, Salop, Butcher Madeley Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Bevo, Jous Wittsam, Brixham, Devon, Market Gardener 
Fast Stonehouse Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 9 

Cuaruas, Waren, Union rd, Clapham, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Wandsworth Pet Sept 2 Ord Bept 8 

Cuaruas, Percy Grasvitie, Kingston on Thames, Tobac- 


South Croydon, Surrey, 
24, Railway app, London 








comist Kingston, Surrey Pet Sept Ord Sept 10 

Cuxcxrazn, Cusnies Vowann, Birmingham, Grocer Bir- 
minghain Pet Bept% Ord Sept 8 

Cremens, Caanies Heseyv, Truro, Cornwall, Berlin Dealer 
Truro Pet Bets Ord Sept 4 

Daney, Amuerose Tornsen, Hove, Sussex, Confectioner 

brighton Vet Sept Ord Rept 6 

Davies, Joux, & Michael, Cwmdu, co Brecon, Blacksmith 
Tredegar Pet Sept7 Ord cy 

Kavrny, Acwnny. Stowmarket, Coachbuilder Bury St KA- 
mund« Pe fet 9 Ord Kept 10 





EversHepd, Frank Consett, Brighton, Jeweller Brighton 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Sept 8 

Fisuer, Frepericx Wituram, Slough, Bucks, Watchmaker 
Windsor Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 7 

GupcGeron, James Cuarke, Kidderminster, Carpenter Kid- 
derminster Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Hamitroy, Atrrep GrorGe, a pl, Regent st, Mechani- 
cal Engineer High Court Pet Augi9 Ord “ept7 

Harpinc, Epwarp, Graigberthlwyd, nr Treharris, Glam, 
Collier Pontypridd PetSept5 Ord Sept 9 

Hatnuaway, James Georce, the younger, Birmingham, 
Baker Birmingham Pet Septs Ord Sept 8 

Hawkins, Hersert, and Harotp Horman, Lime st, 
Insurance Brokers High Court Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Hore, James Manrievp, Bnstol, Painter Bristol Pet Sept 
5 Ord Sept 9 

Iupry, Maurice, Broomfield, Essex, Gentleman Chelms- 
ford Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 9 

Jexnison, Ricnuarp, Nottingham, Manager to Farmer 
Nottingham Pet Sept9 Ord Sept 9 

Joyes, Benysamin. and Atrrep Jones, Penarth, Glam, 
Drapers Cardiff Pet Augi6é Ord Sept 5 

Jones, WALTER Gerard GerorGeE, late Lombard st, Solici- 
tor High Court Pet July15 Ord Sept 9 

Martruews, Cuarves, Southsea, Cycle Dealer Portsmouth 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 7 

Misus. Tuomas, High st, Hounslow, Butcher 
Pet t8 Ord Sept § 

Morris, Epwry Watrer, and Witiiam Grorce Morais, 
Portsmouth, Curriers Portsmouth Pet April 5 Ord 
April 8 

Nortucott, Frank, Rood lane, Commission Agent High 
Court Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Ov.syam, Witt1AmM Emmerson, Burslem, Staffs, Earthen- 
ware Manufacturer Burslem Pet Sept5 Ord Sept9 

Pasay Henry, Neath, Glam, Builder Neath Pet Sept 9 


Or 4 
Proctor, Henry, Bolton, formerly Hay Dealer Bolton 
Pet Aug 20 Sept 7 
Pucu, Samuei, and Georce Boora Hackyey, Hanley, 
yr a Manufacturers Hanley Pet Sept 9 
9 


Brentford 


Reep, Georce, Camberwell rd, Off-licence Beer Retailer 
High Court Pet Aug15 Ord Sept 8 

Rosixsox, Tom, King st, Kensington, Job Master High 
Court Pet Sept9 Ord Sept 9 

Roskiy, Harry, Bargoed, Glam, Outfitter Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 8 

Rornery, Tuomas ArmitaGe, Thornhill Lees, Yorks, Flock 
Merchant Dewsbury Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 9 

Situ, Joux, Manchester, Journeyman Butcher Man- 
chester Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 

Sreap, Joserpn Exiey, Heckmondwike, Grocer Dewsbury 
Pet July 28 Ord Sept 7 

Srorey, Grorce Henry, Kirby Malzeard, nr Ripon, Yorks, 
Butcher Northallerton Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Topp, Gzorce Goucu, Vauxhall Bridge rd, House Agent 
High Court Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 10 

Urpvanec, Davip, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept 8 

Waker, Joun and Hexry Anzort, Harrogate, Fruiterers 
York Pet Sept Ord Sept 10 

Wa roy, Ricuarp James, Thornton, nr Bradford, Worsted 
Spinner Bradford Pet Sept9 Ord Sept 9 

Warkiss, Frep Wiiuiam, Bristol, Clerk Bristol Pet 
Sept 8 Ord Sept 9 

Warts, Urnitau, Landport, Grocer Portsmouth Pet Mar 
14 Ord Mar17 

Wi.uiams, Davin, Semgendy, nr Pontypridd, Glam, Iron- 
monger Pontypri Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 9 

Wit.iaus, Isaac, Pembroke Dock, Auctioneer Pembroke 
Dock Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 9 

The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 

lished in the London Gazette of the 9th of September : 

Sproat, Wits, Talkin, Hayton, Cumbrid, Builder Carlisle 

Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Porter, Coartes Comproy, and Harvey Francis Day> 


Landport, Hampshire, Engineers Portsmouth Adjud 
Oct 30, 1891 Annul April 21 


Liverpool 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Sept. 19.—Messrs. Baker & Sons, in a Marquee on the 
estate, at 2 for 2.30 o’clock, Freehold Building Plots (see 
advertisement, this week, p. 4.) 

Sept. 21.—Doveras Youna, Esq., at the Mart, E.C., at 
2 o’clock, Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 4). 

— 22.—Measrs. F,nesnoruen, Exviis, Crank, & Co., at 
he Mart, E.C., Freehold Property (see advertisement, 
Sept 10., p. 4). 
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